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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, the
Supreme Court ruled it is OK for the
government to seize the car of an inno-
cent wife, innocent because her hus-
band had sex in the car with a pros-
titute. Watch out Hertz and Avis here.

Mr. Speaker, has the Supreme Court
lost their marbles? This ruling is tan-
tamount to allowing the government
to seize your home, your car, your
boat, your BVD’s, your rubber duckies,
even if you had been victimized by the
action and you are innocent and did
nothing wrong. Beam me up, Mr.
Speaker.

Whatever happened to government of
the people, by the people, and for the
people? Now the Supreme Court says,
it is government from the people.
Beam me up again here. It is not the
President evidently who smoked dope;
it is the membership of the Supreme
Court who voted for this, and it is ab-
solutely evident they inhaled all the
way through.

Congress, do something. The Su-
preme Court should not set the law in
America. That is the legislative role.
f

AN ARGUMENT FOR EDUCATION
REFORM

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I am a
former schoolteacher. I taught the sev-
enth and eighth grades in an inner city
school in Cincinnati. There is perhaps
no greater argument for education re-
form than the school system right here
in Washington, DC. The numbers and
the statistics are shocking.

The District spends 76 percent more
per pupil than any other jurisdiction in
the Nation. Yet its students rank last
in eighth-grade math proficiency, last
in fourth-grade math proficiency, and
last in fourth-grade reading pro-
ficiency.

Washington, DC teachers are among
the best paid teachers in the entire
country, and they have a very favor-
able student-teacher ratio. But even
with these advantages, the District
ranks 49th in on-time graduations. De-
spite these shortcomings, the liberal
special interests continue to block any
meaningful reform of Washington
schools, including school choice.

Let us improve educational opportu-
nities and the lives of the children here
in Washington and across the Nation.
Even more importantly, let us pass the
Back to Basics Education Act, which
takes the power and the money away
from the bureaucrats here in Washing-
ton and gives it back to parents and
teachers and local school boards where
it ought to be.
f

GOP RECORD ON EDUCATION
(Mr. KLINK asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, in the 103d
Congress, the Congress that preceded
this, I had the honor of serving on a
committee then known as the Commit-
tee on Education and Labor. We were
known collectively in the 103d Congress
as the education Congress. We had done
school to work transition, goals 2000,
reauthorized the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act.

Now in this Congress, the 104th, the
GOP piecemeal governing strategy is
threatening to wreak havoc on our edu-
cational system and on the local school
districts. The constant uncertainty
about Federal funding has meant noth-
ing short of chaos for school districts
across this Nation who are awaiting
final word on the future funding levels
for elementary and secondary edu-
cation programs.

This uncertainty, coupled with the
likelihood of sharply reduced funding,
has made it difficult for schools to plan
for next year. The result could be fewer
teachers, larger classes, and a decline
in the quality of education, and that is
not what Americans want for their
children.

The GOP record this year so far has
been the largest education cuts in the
history of this Nation. If congressional
Republicans decide to extend their cur-
rent short-term budget for the remain-
der of the year, the result would be the
largest setback in education in the his-
tory of this country. These cuts would
include basic reading, math skills, drug
and safe schools, and vocational edu-
cation. We cannot afford this.

f
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THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN
REPUBLICANS AND DEMOCRATS

(Mrs. SEASTRAND asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. SEASTRAND. Mr. Speaker, over
the last year the American people
watched the actions of this body very
closely. And they learned many things.
One thing learned is how very dif-
ferently the two parties think about
the great issues that face them.

They see that Republicans fight for
tax cuts and a smaller government.
They also see that liberal Democrats
fight for more government and higher
taxes.

During the budget negotiations, the
American people saw for themselves
very clearly that liberals, including the
President, will go to bat for govern-
ment programs, but not for the average
taxpayer and worker.

Mr. Speaker, the American people’s
desire for government reform has not
subsided. That is something that is not
going away overnight. Big government
advocates are on the wrong side of his-
tory. America’s future depends on less
government and less taxation. And
that is something that is obvious to all
Americans.

MOST AMERICANS FAVOR RES-
TORATION OF FUNDS FOR EDU-
CATION

(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican majority is out of step with
the bedrock concerns of the American
public when it comes to education
funding. A recent Gallup poll shows
two-thirds of the Americans rank qual-
ity of education as their top priority
over such issues as crime, health care,
and the deficit. A January Wall Street
poll shows 9 out of 10 Americans favor
increased spending in education. A
January Post poll shows 8 of 10 Ameri-
cans oppose cutting education.

Despite these dramatic and over-
whelming numbers, the current con-
tinuing resolution cuts $1.5 billion na-
tionwide and $64 million in Michigan,
my home State, for title I, vocational
education, drug free schools and other
programs. If we extend the continuing
resolution to year’s end, more than a
million young people will be deprived
of services in the title I program alone.
Our budget process has been turned up-
side-down this year.

Let us get back to common sense.
Our real contract with the American
people demands that we restore fund-
ing to education, protect our children,
and invest in America’s future.

f

ENDING THE CLINTON CRUNCH

(Mr. METCALF asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, Ameri-
cans are feeling the pinch of the Clin-
ton crunch. Their taxes go up, but their
real wages decline, and not only are
families feeling the pinch, but small
businesses are being ground down by
overtaxation and overregulation. This
is sad because, if you look at the
record, small businesses account for
more than 70 percent of the jobs in
America.

According to a recent survey, nearly
half the small businesses surveyed said
that overregulation had a substantial
adverse effect on profit making. Small
businesses today are faced with a bar-
rage of Federal regulations and a sea of
redtape. Sometimes these rules are
contradictory or they are just too com-
plex to understand.

Mr. Speaker, American small busi-
ness people deserve a break from sense-
less overregulation. Today Congress
should apply the brakes to overregula-
tion and take a huge step toward end-
ing the Clinton crunch.

f

A WORLD-CLASS EDUCATION FOR
OUR CHILDREN

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)
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Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.

Speaker, Members of the House, among
the highest priorities for America’s
families and America’s parents is a
good education for their children and
the ability of their local schools to be
able to deliver world class standards in
world class education for our young
people and, at the same time, to make
sure that today’s students go to school
in a safe environment and a drug-free
environment.

Unfortunately, under the current
funding plan proposed by the Repub-
licans we see funding for safe and drug-
free schools cut by 25 percent, funding
for title I that for the first time is
bringing the advances in technology
and teacher improvements to economi-
cally disadvantaged schools cut by 17
percent, Goals 2000 that allows the
Governors of States to implement
world class standards in reading and
mathematics and critical thinking in
the sciences for the first time so that
young people can compete against the
best the world has to offer to keep
America’s economy strong; we see
these programs slashed in this funding
resolution. Hopefully on March 15 we
will reverse that trend and restore aid
to education.
f

PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH AS
OPPOSED TO INSTABILITY
THROUGH WEAKNESS

(Mr. HUNTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dents Bush and Reagan brought down
the Berlin Wall with a defense policy
that was called peace through
strength. They built up our military,
rebuilt declining forces, and they
forced the Soviet Union to the bargain-
ing table, and they, by doing that,
brought stability to the world.

Mr. Speaker, despite President Clin-
ton’s own Joint Chiefs of Staff rec-
ommending that he spend more money
on defense to give the right kind of
equipment to these young troops that
he is deploying all over the world, he
has refused to do that. His new defense
budget has come down. It drastically
cuts the new equipment that his own
people recommended he give to his
troops, and this President apparently
follows a policy of instability through
weakness.
f

TAX RELIEF FOR UNITED STATES
TROOPS IN BOSNIA.

(Mrs. KENNELLY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. KENNELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 2778, tax relief for
United States troops in Bosnia. We
have before us today a piece of legisla-
tion that really is an excellent piece of
legislation. It shows that we can in
fact work in a bipartisan manner.

Mr. Speaker, as men and women
struggle to bring peace to a region that
has seen more than its fair share of
horror and tragedy in Bosnia, we have
decided that it is very timely at this
time of year, before April, to address
the concerns of our men and women in
Bosnia and their tax situation, and
what we have done is make it easier for
men and women in Bosnia to file their
income tax returns and have their com-
bat pay exempt from taxation.

Also, it was realized that officers in
the area had a cap on their compensa-
tion that could not end. As a result,
only a part of it could be tax free.

I am pleased that the Committee on
Ways and Means was able to report this
important legislation in a bipartisan
manner, and I also am pleased that we
are able to relieve our men and women
in Bosnia from the worries that all of
the rest of us across the United States
have concerning getting ready to pay
our taxes to the United States Govern-
ment.

f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGERS) laid before the House a com-
munication from the Clerk of the
House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, February 27, 1996.
Hon. NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington,

DC.
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-

tify you pursuant to Rule L (50) of the Rules
of the House that a member of my staff has
been served with a subpoena issued by the
Circuit Court for Baltimore City, Maryland.
This subpoena relates to her employment by
former Representative Kweisi Mfume.

After consultation with the General Coun-
sel, I have determined that compliance with
the subpoena is consistent with the privi-
leges and precedents of the House.

Sincerely,
ROBIN H. CARLE,

Clerk of the House.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 5 of rule
I, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered or on which a vote is
objected to under clause 4 of rule XV.
Such rollcall votes, if postponed, will
be taken after the debate is concluded
on all motions to suspend the rules.

f

SPECIAL TAX TREATMENT FOR
UNITED STATES TROOPS IN
BOSNIA

Mr. BUNNING of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2778) to provide
that members of the Armed Forces per-
forming services for the peacekeeping

effort in the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina shall be entitled to certain
tax benefits in the same manner as if
such services were performed in a com-
bat zone, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2778

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN INDIVID-

UALS PERFORMING SERVICES IN
CERTAIN HAZARDOUS DUTY AREAS.

(a) GENERAL RULE.—For purposes of the
following provisions of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986, a qualified hazardous duty area
shall be treated in the same manner as if it
were a combat zone (as determined under
section 112 of such Code):

(1) Section 2(a)(3) (relating to special rule
where deceased spouse was in missing sta-
tus).

(2) Section 112 (relating to the exclusion of
certain combat pay of members of the Armed
Forces).

(3) Section 692 (relating to income taxes of
members of Armed Forces on death).

(4) Section 2201 (relating to members of the
Armed Forces dying in combat zone or by
reason of combat-zone-incurred wounds,
etc.).

(5) Section 3401(a)(1) (defining wages relat-
ing to combat pay for members of the Armed
Forces).

(6) Section 4253(d) (relating to the taxation
of phone service originating from a combat
zone from members of the Armed Forces).

(7) Section 6013(f)(1) (relating to join return
where individual is in missing status).

(8) Section 7508 (relating to time for per-
forming certain acts postponed by reason of
service in combat zone).

(b) QUALIFIED HAZARDOUS DUTY AREA.—For
purposes of this section, the term ‘‘qualified
hazardous duty area’’ means Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, or Macedonia, if as of
the date of the enactment of this section any
member of the Armed Forces of the United
States is entitled to special pay under sec-
tion 310 of title 37, United States Code (relat-
ing to special pay; duty subject to hostile
fire or imminent danger) for services per-
formed in such country. Such term includes
any such country only during the period
such entitlement is in effect. Solely for pur-
poses of applying section 7508 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, in the case of an indi-
vidual who is performing services as part of
Operation Joint Endeavor outside the United
States while deployed away from such indi-
vidual’s permanent duty station, the term
‘‘qualified hazardous duty area’’ includes,
during the period for which such entitlement
is in effect, any area in which such services
are performed.

(c) EXCLUSION OF COMBAT PAY FROM WITH-
HOLDING LIMITED TO AMOUNT EXCLUDABLE
FROM GROSS INCOME.—Paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 3401(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 (defining wages) is amended by inserting
before the semicolon the following: ‘‘to the
extent remuneration for such service is ex-
cludable from gross income under such sec-
tion’’.

(d) INCREASE IN COMBAT PAY EXCLUSION FOR
OFFICERS TO HIGHEST AMOUNT APPLICABLE TO
ENLISTED PERSONNEL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section
112 of such Code (relating to commissioned
officers) is amended by striking ‘‘$500’’ and
inserting ‘‘the maximum enlisted amount’’.

(2) MAXIMUM ENLISTED AMOUNT.—Sub-
section (c) of section 112 of such Code (relat-
ing to definitions) is amended by adding at
the end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(5) The term ‘maximum enlisted amount’
means, for any month, the sum of—


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-15T13:41:00-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




